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In the Matter CIt:
Amendment of Part 97 of the
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Amateur Radio Services
Regarding Repeater and
Auxilliary Operation in the
1.25 Meter band
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Susan K. Nash, KC6DND, would respectfully submit an urgent

Federal Communications Commission to NOT act on

Rule Making, submitted by the American Radio

Relay League.

pet it lor

A loss of the lower 2 Megahertz portion of the 1.25 meter amateur band

~ frequency began a search for another frequency to compensate. Here in

Southern California, the memoers of the 220 spectrum Management Associatior

called a vote to determine allocations for the 1.25 meter band in the

Southern California. This association is recognized as the coordinating

body for frequency usage in the 1.25 meter oand throughout Southern

California tor Amateur Radio Operators. THIS AGREED UPON PLAN DID NOT

INCLUDE 150KHZ AT THE LOWER END OF THE BAND, where repeater inputs were not

allowed, as the American R.adio R.elay League is presently seeking in RM-

786'3. The band plan passed oy the memoers of the 220 Spectrum Management

Association DOES REFLECT our desire that repeater pairs existing remain for
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The band plan sunmitted by the ~merican Radio Relay League

l~M-j86~) does away wIth the Input frequencies of SEVERAL popular repeaters

in the Southern Californian area.

The American Radio Relay League DOES NOT speak for me, or the other member~

and users of the 220 Spectrum Management Association with its VOTED on

proposed band plan. THE USAGE OF 1.25 METERS BY MOD~S OTHER THAN FM

--<
REPEATERS DOES NOT JUSTIFY A PROTECTED 150KHZ PORTION OF THIS BAND.

Please return F.:M-786';:j to the Amel'"ican F.:adi.:o Relay League WITHOUT taking

action. This will force the League to reconsider proper allocation of the

1.25 meteY band based upon the desires of the USERS-- ALL OF US.

When the league submitted RM-7859 to the commission, the attitude toward

the usage of the 1.25 meter nand was LOCAL control of frequency

allclI:at ic.ns. This publication came after the loss of the lower 2 MHZ of

the band to othel'" services. I URGE YOU TO ALLOW LOCAL CONTROL CONTINUE.

ALL users will be protected, and an equal balance achieved by member vote.

What the league proposes is too general, and DOES NOT relfect the actual

~ usage of the band by Amateur Radio Operators today, with special emphasis

on populated areas.

respectfully submitted

9524 Catawba, Fontana

California 92335
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